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BRIEF  REPORT  ON  THE  CANDIDATES 


[his  newsletter  is  being  compiled  in  the  midst  of  the  presidential  campaign.  It  is  expect- 
3d  that  the  positions  of  candidates  will  be  further  clarified  in  the  next  few  weeks.  The 
following  are  excerpts  from  public  addresses  of  Governor  Stevenson  and  General  Eisenhower 
on  a  few  issues  in  which  the  Friends  Coimittee  on  NaMonal  Legislation  has  been  concerned. 
Mso  included  is  a  summary  of  seventeen  key  votes  in  the  Senate  by  Senators  Nixon  and 
Sparkman.  We  regret  being  unable  to  include  a  discussion  of  Socialist,  Progressive,  and 
prohibition  candidates,  because  of  limited  space.  For  information  on  how  to  obtain  plat¬ 
forms  and  information  about  these  parties,  see  the  end  of  this  Newsletter. 

Candidates  and  parties  must  be  judged  not  only  on  tlieir  views  on  world  peace,  disannament, 
support  of  the  United  Nations,  economic  stability  at  home  and  trade  abroad,  technical 
issistance,  revision  of  immigration  laws,  aid  to  refugees,  and  other  issues.  They  must 
ilso  be  judged  on  their  total  record  in  the  public  interest,  the  nature  of  groups  and 
Individuals  supporting  them,  and  the  kind  of  people  they  endorse.  For  a  fuller  analysis 
jf  platfoms  and  positions,  see  the  October  number  of  Social  Action,  The  1952  Election, 
published  by  the  Council  for  Social  Action  of  the  Congregational  Christian  Churches,  289 
ith  Avenue,  New  York  10,  New  York,  which  sells  for  2$^  a  copy, 

REARMAMENT  AND  DISARMAMENT  . 

Stevenson  has  said: 

"Until  it  ^/the  atcm  bom^is  subjected  to  safe  international  control,  we  have  no  choice 
but  to  insure  our  atomic  superiority, 

"But  there  can  be  no  solution  in  an  arms  race.  At  the  end  of^^this  road  lies  bankruptcy 
or  world  catastrophe.  Already  the  earth  is  haunted  by  premonitions  in  this  shadowed 
atomic  age.  Mankind  must  deserve  some  better  destiny  than  this, 

•The  Democratic  party  will  never  desist  in  the  search  for  peace.  We  must  never  close  our 
minds  or  freeze  our  positions.  We  must  strive  constantly  to  break  the  deadlock  in  our 
positions. . .But  we  can  never  yield  on  the  objective  of  securing  a  fool  proof  system  of 
international  inspection  and  control.  And  we  will  never  confuse  negotiation  with 
appeasement. 

"This  desire  and  willingness  of  the  free  nations  to  give  up  their  preponderant  power  and 
to  abandon  force  as  an  instrument  of  national  policy  in  the  interests  of  peace  is  not 
only  unprecedented  -  it  provides  the  moral  justification  for  the  amassing  of  great  povjer. 
And  we  must  never  delude  ourselves  into  thinking  that  physical  power  is  a  substitute  for 
moral  power,  which  is  the  true  sign  of  national  Sreatness . "  Sept  13  1952) 

h.senhower  has  said: 

"We  must  be  strong,  I  look  forward  to  the  day  when,  frcmi  a  position  of  unassailable 
decency,  we  will  be  able  to  present  to  the  masters  of  the  Kraalin  a  just  and  practical 
plan  for  freeing  the  world  from  the  burden  of  aimiaments.  If  we  are  strong,  they  will 
probably  see  in  such  a  proposal  their  own  self  interest  and  will  feel  obliged  to  accept, 
even  if  grudgingly  and  slowly,  a  plan  for  disarmament.  We  can  speed  that  day  only  if 
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we  are  strong.  The  language  of  strength  is  the  only  language  which  the  men  in  the 

Kremlin  understand,"  .  , 

(Denver,  June  23,  1952) 

"The  eighth  step  toward  peace  is  that  in  this  dangerous  world  an  America  that  is  econo-  ! 
mically  strong  must  also  be  strong  militarily.  But  we  will  always  strive  for  permanent 
peace  with  general  disarmament.  Never  will  we  be  backward  in  proposing  or  accepting  any 
program  for  disarmament  that  carried  dependable  assurances  of  good  faith  on  the  part  of 
every  participetine  nation.-  Septeafcer  U,  1952) 

To  date,  neither  candidate  has  stressed  world  disarmament.  Although  Stevenson  has  devoted 
more  time  in  his  speeches  to  the  question,  both  men  seem  to  agree  essentially  that  rearma¬ 
ment  must  be  intensified  before  disarmament  is  possible,  (Also  see  report  on  Eisenhower 
interview,  page  7.) 

THE  DRAFT  AND  UNIVERSAL  MILITARY  TRAINING 

Eisenhower  has  said! 

"Our  recruiting  for  the  armed  services  must  be  done  in  the  fairest,  most  economical  way  ! 
to  fit  the  demonstrated  needs  of  the  nation  and  the  individual.  We  must  never  again  be 
caught  in  the  position  of  sending  untrained  recruits  to  the  battlefield. 

"That  is  a  murderous  mistake,  as  every  soldier  knows.  But  it  seems  clear  that  so  long 
as  we  are  forced  to  employ  the  draft,  because  of  actual  combat  requirements,  we  cannot  at  | 
the  same  time  establish  any  form  of  training  for  our  young  men.  To  attempt  this  would 
create  more  difficulty  and  injustice  than  now  exists."  (Baltimore,  September  25,  1952) 

Senator  Nixon  has  saidi 

"I  voted  for  it  /universal  military  training  I  believe  that  universal  military  training ; 
is  the  most  equitable  way  to  share  the  burden  of  defense  that  I  know  of  at  the  present 
time.  I  do  not  favor  universal  military  training  as  a  permanent  feature  of  our  society. 

I  believe,  however,  that  we  are  going  to  have  to  have,  and  should  have,  it  during  this 
entire  period  of  international  tension. 

"There  is  no  point  to  universal  military  training  unless  it  is  a  substitute  for  the  draft! 

(interview  in  U.S.  News  and  World  Report,  August  29,1952) 

So  far  as  we  are  aware.  Governor  Stevenson  has  not  made  a  pronouncement  on  this  issue  since 
his  nomination.  Senator  Sparkman  has  supported  universal  military  training  during  his  seryicj 
in  the  House  and  Senate.  He  has  been  one  of  the  most  active  defenders  of  the  rights  of  y 

conscientious  objectors,  and  sponsored  the  bill  to  appropriate  the  so-called  "frozen  fund"  C 
earned  by  conscientious  objectors  to  the  CARE  Book  Fuixi  for  devastated  areas,  which  did  not! 
pass.  I 

REUTIONS  WITH  THE  SOVIET  UNION  f 


Stevenson  has  said: 

"This  ancient  contest  between  freedom  and  tyranny,  which  is  renewed  in  every  generation, 
is  critical,  in  ours... 

"I  do  not  think  that  war  is  an  inevitable  part  of  this  contest  between  freedom  and  tyranr. 
Even  the  most  ambitious  and  ruthless  men  do  not  deliberately  invite  destruction  of  the 
basis  of  their  power. .  .We  who  are  free  must  have  great  strength  in  order  that  weakness 
will  not  tempt  the  ambitious.  We  must  have  the  strength  to  win  if  war  should  come... 
"Co-existence  is  not  a  form  of  passive  acquiescence  in  things  as  they  are.  It  is  waging 
the  contest  between  freedom  and  tyranny  by  peaceful  means.  It  will  involve  negotiation 
and  adjustment  -  ccmprcmise  but  never  appeasement  -  and  I  will  never  shrink  frcm  these  if 
they  advance  the  world  toward  secure  peace.  Though  progress  may  be  slow,  it  can  be  stead- 
and  sure.  A  wise  man  does  not  try  to  hurry  history.  Many  wars  have  been  avoided  by 
patience  and  many  have  been  precipitated  by  reckless  haste."  (San  Francisco, Sept. 9, 1952) 
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Eisenhower  has  said: 

"..our  Government,  once  and  for  all,  with  cold  finality,  must  tell  the  Kremlin  that  we 
shall  never  recognize  the  slightest  permanence  in  Russia's  position  in  Eastern  Europe 
and  Asia.  The  day  must  come  when  the  peoples  of  the  enslaved  lands  will  have  the  opport¬ 
unity,  in  the  fullness  of  freedom  and  in  the  light  of  international  scrutiny,  to  choose 
their  own  paths  into  the  future.  More  than  that,  we  must  tell  the  Soviets  with  an  equall; 
cold  finality  that  never  shall  we  rest  content  until  the  tidal  mud  of  aggressive 
Communism  has  receded  within  its  own  borders.  And  we  must  tell  them  this*  -  never  shall 
we  desist  in  our  aid  to  every  man  and  woman  of  those  shackled  lands  who  seeks  refuge 
with  us,  who  keeps  burning  among  his  own  people  the  flame  of  freedom,  who  is  dedicated 
to  the  liberation  of  his  fellows."  ^ork,  August  25,  1952) 

"The  fifth  step  in  this  program  is  to  aid  by  every  peaceful  means,  but  only  by  peaceful 
means,  the  right  to  live  in  freedom.  The  containing  of  cominunism  is  largely  physical 
and  by  itself  an  inadequate  approach  to  our  task.  There  is  also  need  to  bring  hope  and 
every  peaceful  aid  to  the  world's  enslaved  peoples.  We  shall  never  be  truculent  -  but 
«e  sbaU  never  appease."  (Philadelphia:  September  li,  1952) 

Thus  both  candidates  support  the  present  containment  policy,  with  certain  limitations. 

Both  warn  against  appeasement,  but  Stevenson  emphasizes  the  necessity  for  negotiation. 
Eisenhower  stresses  the  need  for  encouragement  of  people  in  the  satellite  countries,  and 
serves  notice  on  the  Soviet  Union  that  present  conditions  will  not  long  be  tolerated. 

PGREIGN  AID,  TRADE,  AND  TECHNICAL  ASSISTANCE 
Stevenson  on  Point  Four* 

These  programs  are  in  accordance  urith  our  best  traditions.  And  I  want  to  assure  our 
friends  in  Asia  that  America  will  never  seek  to  dominate  their  political  and  economic 
development.  We  will  not  try  to  make  their  societies  over  in  the  image  of  our  own.  On 
the  contrary,  we  respect  the  integrity  of  their  institutions  and  the  rich  values  of 
their  cultures.  We  expect  to  learn  as  well  as  teach. 

"These  programs  are  primarily  concerned  with  the  material  needs  and  wants  of  individual 
men  and  women.  Yet  we  do  not  make  the  mistake  of  believing  that  the  answer  to  Communist 
materialism  is  a  different  brand  of  materialism.  The  answer  to  communism  is,  in  the 
old-fashioned  phrase,  good-works  —  good-works  inspired  by  love  and  dedicated  to  the 
whole  man.  The  answer  to  the  inhumanity  of  communism  is  humane  respect  for  the 
individual."  Francisco,  September  9,  1952) 

Eisenhower  on  aid  and  trade* 

"We  know  that  our  country  cannot  live  alone.  The  very  word  isolationism  is  meaning¬ 
less.  When  we  must  get  our  materials  for  a  great  steel  industry  we  must  get  many  of 
those  materials  to  complanent  iron  from  yom:  Mesabi  Range,  we  must  get  it  from  as  far 
wway  as  India,  where  we  get  manganese;  we  must  get  tungsten  and  tin  from  Malaya,  we  get 
uranium  and  cobalt  from  Central  Africa.  We  know  we  can't  live  alone. 

"And  those  countries  in  turn  must  take  our  great  agricultural  surpluses.  There  must  be 
profitable  trade  if  we  are  going  to  have  prosperity  not  based  upon  a  war  economy  but  a 
prosperity  based  on  peace."  (Duluth,  October  U,  1952) 

To  date,  Eisenhower  has  not  mentioned  technical  assistance,  and  has  not  spoken  in  detail 
regarding  foreign  trade,  except  as  such  policies  might  benefit  the  United  States.  He  has 
made  brief  allusiotis  to  the  bi-partisan  support  of  the  Marshall  Plan  and  aid  to  Greece 
and  Turkey.  Stevenson  has  supported  the  basic  foreign  aid  policies  of  the  present 
administration,  including  the  Point  Four  program. 
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VOTING  RECCRDS  OF  THE  VICB-PHESIDE»iro: 


1.  PUBLIC  HOUSING  APPROPRIATION  1952  {HR  3S80)—Cut  to 
5,000  UnUs.  REJECTED  June  20,  1951.  25  Yeas— 47  Nays. 

Dirksen  (R,  Ill.)  amendment  to  Independent  Offices  Appropriation 
authorizing  construction  of  5,000  dwelling  units  instead  of  50,000  as 
recommended  by  the  Appropriations  Committee  or  75,000  as  recom¬ 
mended  in  the  President’s  Budget.  Nay  vote  favors  greater  federal  aid 
to  public  housing;  yea  vote  favors  less  aid. 

2.  PUBLIC  HEALTH  CENTERS  (S  445)— Grants  to  States.  PASSED 
March  16,  1951.  38  Yeas — 35  Nays. 

To  authorize  federal  grants  to  states  for  establishment  and  expansion 
of  local  public  health  centers  to  provide  basic  public  health  services 
on  a  full-time  basis.  The  estimated  cost  for  this  program  for  the  first 
year  was  $15  million  to  $20  million. 

3.  ECONOMIC  CONTROLS  {S  2J70)—Capekart  Amendment  Modified. 
PASSED  October  4,  1951.  49  Yeas — 21  Nays. 

Modification  of  previously  passed  Capehart  amendment  to  Defense 
Production  Act,  strengthening  controls  by  limiting  the  amount  of 
post-Korean  cost  increases  which  the  manufacturer  can  pass  on  to  the 
consumer.  Yea  vote  is  generally  for  stronger  price  controls;  nay  vote  is 
generally  for  weaker  controls. 

4.  "TIDELANDS  OIL"  BILL  (S  J  Res  20)— Vesting  Title  in  the  States. 
PASSED  April  2,  1952.  50  Yeas— 34  Nays. 

Connally  (D,  Tex.)  amendment  providing  for  state  ownership  rather 
than  federal  ownership  of  disputed  off-shore  oil  lands  between  the 
low-tide  mark  and  the  three-mile  limit.  This  amendment  sets  aside 
two  U.  S.  Supreme  Court  decisions  of  1947  and  1950  which  decree 
that  the  federal  government  has  the  rights  to  these  submerged  lands. 
The  Connally  amendment  was  agreed  to  after  another  amendment 
sponsored  by  eighteen  Senators  was  tabled  which  would  have  pro¬ 
vided  that  ownership  of  such  submerged  lands  should  be  vested  in 
the  federal  government  and  that  5/8  of  the  oil  and  gas  royalties  should 
be  used  for  federal  aid  to  primary,  secondary,  and  higher  education. 

6.  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA  "HOME  RULE"  BILL  {S  1976)— 
Motion  to  Recommit.  REJECTED  January  22,  1952.  35  Yeas— 41  Nays. 

Smith  (D,  N.  C.)  motion  to  send  back  to  committee  a  bill  which 
would  provide  partial  home  rule  for  the  District  of  Columbia,  giving 
it  a  government  similar  to  that  of  a  territory.  Nay  vote  favors  home 
rule  measure;  yea  vote  opposes  it.  The  bill  was  finally  passed  on  a 
voice  vote. 

6.  ALASKA  STATEHOOD  BILL  (S  50) — Motion  to  Recommit. 
PASSED  February  27,  1952.  45  Yeas— 44  Nays. 

Smathers  (D,  Fla.)  motion  to  send  bill  back  to  committee  with  in¬ 
structions  to  consider  “commonwealth"  status — statehood  rights 
but  non -voting  Senators — instead  of  full  statehood  rights.  Nay  vote 
indicates  approval  of  full  statehood  rights  for  Alaska. 

7.  EMPLOYMENT  OF  MEXICAN  "WETBACKS"  {S  1851)— 
Felony  to  Hire  Illegal  Entrants  to  the  U.  S.  REJECTED  February  5,  1952. 
12  Yeas — 69  Nays. 

Douglas  (D,  III.)  amendment  making  it  a  felony  to  knowingly  employ 
an  illegal  entrant.  This  amendment  was  directed  primarily  against 
those  farmers  who  hire  Mexican  illegal  entrants  (or  “wetbacks”) 
and  thus  depress  the  standard  of  living  of  domestic  migrant  workers 
and  legal  foreign  entrants.  Yea  vote  favors  the  legal  entrant  and  the 
domestic  worker;  rtay  vote  supports  the  position  of  the  employer  of  migrant 
workers  and  of  the  illegal  entrant. 

8.  ALLOW  IMPORT  OF  FATS  AND  OILS  {S  2104)— Motion  to 
Recommit.  PASSED  January  30,  1952.  47  Yeas — 39  Nays. 

Capehart  (R,  Ind.)  motion  to  recommit  bill  which  would  have  re¬ 
pealed  Section  104  of  Defense  Production  Act  and  thus  lifted  embargo 
on  importation  of  fats  and  oils  and  dairy  products,  such  as  butter 
and  cheese.  The  embargo  prohibited  the  import  of  any  products 
which  would  impair  domestic  production  or  result  in  unnecessary 
expenditure  under  the  government  price  support  program.  Yea  vole 
generally  favors  continuation  of  embargo;  nay  vote  favors  resumption 
of  trade. 


Yea  Nay 


NDIDATES  IN  THE  82nd  CJONGEtESS 


9.  EASING  BAN  ON  EAST-WEST  TRADE  (HR  4550)~To  Modify 
Kern  Rider.  PASSED  August  28,  1951.  55  Yeas — 16  Nays. 

This  bill  was  introduced  to  modify  the  Kem  Rider  to  the  Third 
Supplemental  Appropriation  Act  of  1951  which  provided  for  pro¬ 
hibiting  U.  S.  aid  to  any  nation  sending  arms,  military  equipment 
or  other  strategic  material  to  Soviet-dominated  areas.  Yea  vote  favors 
fewer  trade  restrictions  on  non-military  goods;  nay  vote  is  for  retention 
of  the  restrictions  of  the  Kem  Rider. 

10.  LIMITATION  OF  U.  S.  TROOPS  TO  EUROPE  (S  Res 
99).  PASSED  April  2,  1951.  49  Yeas-43  Nays. 

McClellan  (D,  Ark.)  amendment  stating  it  to  be  the  sense  of  the 
Senate  that  no  ground  troops  beyond  the  four  divisions  planned 
should  be  sent  to  Europe  without  Congressional  approval. 

11.  UNIVERSAL  MILITARY  TRAINING  AND  SERVICE  (S  1) 

— Move  to  Separate  Consideration  of  UMT  from  Draft  Extension.  RE¬ 
JECTED  March  9,  1951.  20  Yeas— 68  Nays. 

Johnson-Bricker  amendment  to  delete  from  the  draft  extension  bill 
the  provisions  designed  to  lead  to  Universal  Military  Training.  Yea 
vote  opposes  UMT;  nay  vote  generally  favors  some  form  of  UMT. 

112.  UNIVERSAL  MILITARY  TRAINING  AND  SERVICE  ACT 
(S  1) — Raise  Minimum  Draft  Age.  REJECTED  March  5,  1951.  31  Yeas — 

55  Nays. 

Morse  (R,  Ore.)  amendment  to  draft  extension  bill  setting  18J^ 
years  instead  of  18  years  of  age  as  minimum  draft  age.  Nay  vote 
favors  lower  draft  age. 

13.  AID  TO  INDIA  (S  872) — Place  Aid  to  India  on  a  Loan  Basis. 
PASSED  May  16,  1951.  52  Yeas— 32  Nays. 

Ferguson-McCarran-Bridges  amendment  to  provide  that  all  aid  to 
India  should  be  on  a  loan  basis,  instead  of  half  I6an  and  half  gift  as 
in  original  bill,  and  that  India  must  provide  some  strategic  materials 
to  the  U.  S.  in  return.  Yea  vote  favors  loan  with  repayment  in  strategic 
materials;  nay  vote  favors  half-loan,  half-gift  basis. 

14.  MUTUAL  SECURITY  ACT  OF  1951  (HR  5113)— Cut  Economic 
Aid  to  Europe.  PASSED  August  31,  1951.  36  Yeas — 34  Nays. 

Vote  on  Dirksen  (R,  Ill.)  amendment  to  cut  European  economic  aid 
from  $1,130,500,000  to  $880,500,000.  Yea  vote  favors  cut  in  authoriza¬ 
tion;  nay  vote  opposes  cut, 

15.  MUTUAL  SECURITY  ACT  OF  1951  (HR  5113)— Final  Auihori- 
lation.  PASSED  October  2,  1951.  56  Yeas — 21  Nays. 

Vote  to  adopt  conference  report  authorizing  $7,483,400,000  for  foreign 
military  and  economic  aid.  Of  this  amount  almost  $6  billion  is  for 
military  aid. 

16.  JAPANESE  PEACE  TREATY— Ratification.  PASSED  March 
20,  1952.  66  Yeas— 10  Nays. 

Advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate  to  ratification  of  the  Japanese  Peace 
I  Treaty  which  requires  two-thirds  vote  of  the  Senate. 

I?.  McCARRAN  IMMIGRATION  BILL  (S  2550)— 

I  (a)  Motion  to  recommit.  REJECTED  May  19,  1952.  28  Yeas — 

I  44  Nays. 

I  (b)  Passage  over  President’s  veto — PASSED  June  27,  1952.  57 

I  Yeas — 26  Nays. 

I  This  Bill,  the  first  major  revision  of  our  immigration  code  since 

I  1920,  contains  many  restrictive  measures  on  immigration.  The 

I  Humphrey-Lehman  Bill  (S  *2842)  which  the  FCNL  supported, 

I  would  have  eliminated  many  of  these  restrictions. 

I  A  Yea  vote  on  (a)  indicates  opposition  to  the  McCarran  Bill.  A 

I  Na3r  vote  on  (b)  indicates  opposition. 

Is.  ST.  LAWRENCE  .SEAWAY  (S  J  Res  27)— Motion  to  recommit. 

I  PASSED  June  18,  1952.  42  Yeas — 40  Nays. 

I  O’Conor  (D,  Md.)  motion  to  recommit  bill,  which  would  have 

I  approved  Agreement  between  the  United  States  and  Canada  relating 

I  to  the  development  of  the  Great  Lakes-St.  Lawrence  Basin,  and  fQn 

I  providing  for  making  the  St.  Lawrence  Seaway  self-liquidating. 

I  Yea  vote  indicates  opposition  to  the  Agreement ;  nay  vote  indicates 

I  support.  DO 
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Yea  Yea 


Yea  Nay- 


Nay  Nay 


Nay  Paired 

Nay 


Paired  Nay 
Yea 


Paired 

Nay 


(a)  Nay 

(b)  Yea 


(a)  Yea 

(b)  Nay 


Nay  Nay 

On  a  motion  to  recommit,  a 
nay  vote  usually  means  sup¬ 
port  of  the  measure*) 
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CIVIL  RIGHTS 


Stevenson  has  said: 

"Tne  Federal  Government  has  a  direct  responsibility  to  maintain  the  progress  by 
helping  to  secure  equal  rights  for  all  our  people. ,, We  must  ccxitinue  to  press  for¬ 
ward  along  such  lines  as  these  -  in  our  national  Congress  as  well  as  in  our  states 
and  communities  -  until  we  have  eradicated  the  curse  of  discrimination  in  this  nation, 

••The  phrase  civil  rights  means  a  number  of  concrete  things.  It  means  the  right  to  be 
treated  equally  before  the  law.  It  means  the  rigjit  to  equal  opportunity  for  education, 
employment,  and  decent  living  conditions.  It  means  that  none  of  these  rights  shall  be 
denied  because  of  race,  color  or  creed.  The  history  of  freedom  in  our  country  has 
been  the  history  of  knocking  down  the  barriers  to  equal  rig^its . , .The  record  of  our 
progress  is  a  proud  one,  but  it  is  far  from  over.  Brave  and  important  tasks  remain, 
we  cannot  rest  until  we  honor  in  fact  as  well  as  word  the  plain  language  of  the  Dec¬ 
laration  of  Independence.  This  is  our  goal.  It  requires  far  more  than  action  by 
government.  Laws  are  never  as  effective  as  habits.  The  fight  for  equal  rights  must 
go  on  every  day  in  our  own  schools  and  our  churches  and  our  homes,  in  our  factories 
and  our  offices  -  as  well  as  in  our  City  Councils,  our  State  Legislatures,  and  our 
national  Congress.  In  this  discussion,  of  all  discussions,  let  us  not  be  self- 
righteous.  We  are  dealing  here  with  fundamental  human  rights,  not  just  votes. “ 

(New  York,  August  29,  1952) 

Eisenhower  has  said: 

"I  have  been  asked  to  discuss  the  question  of  equal  opportunity  among  our  citizens, 
regairdless  of  race,  color  or  religion.  Uy  own  belief  is  this.  No  true  American  worthy 
of  the  name  would  want  deliberately  to  exclude  another  ^erican  from  full  opportunity 
to  enjoy  every  right  guaranteed  him  under  the  Constitution.  If  he  does,  there  is  some¬ 
thing  wrong,  and  we  must  get  at  it.  The  full  power,  the  full  influence,  of  the  Federal 
Government  imist  be  used  in  correcting  any  xinnecessary  discrimination  of  this  kind... 
Equality  is  a  basic  conception  of  our  whole  Government.  We  must  never  forget  it,  and 
the  only  thing  that  we  must  be  careful  about  is  never  to  use  a  coercive  law  when  we 
mighit  aggravate  instead  of  help  to  advance  the  program  of  pure  equality  of  opportunity 
in  this  country."  (Detroit,  June  lli,  1952) 

The  above  statements  would  appear  to  indicate  that  there  actually  is  little  difference  in 
the  viewpoints  of  the  two  candidates  on  the  matter  of  civil  rights.  Both  oppose  racial 
and  religious  discrimination,  both  believe  action  should  be  taken  at  various  governmental 
levels,  and  both  warn  that  legislation  alone  is  not  enough  to  solve  the  problem.  However, 
if  we  take  into  account  a  statement  made  by  Eisenhower  in  August,  to  a  meeting  of  Negro 
leaders  in  New  YqiH  ^nd  previous  remarks  by  Stevenson,  an  important  difference  comes  to 
light.  Eisenhower  believes  that  it  is  up  to  the  states  to  pass  civil  ri^ts  enforcement 
legislation,  and  that  any  federal  committee  set  up  should  have  advisory  powers  only. 
Stevenson  also  believes  that  it  is  the  job  of  the  states  to  pass  enforcement  legislation. 
However,  in  cases  where  the  states  have  failed  to  act,  he  believes  the  federal  government 
should  do  so. 


ALL  HOUSE  UFlTtERS  AND  35  SENATORS  TO  BE  ELECTED 

Not  only  is  the  role  of  Congress  often  crucial  in  determining  policies,  but  the 
attitude  of  Committee  chairmen  or  parties  may  be  decisive  in  the  fate  of  any  piece  of 
legislation,  or  in  carrying  through  the  policies  which  a  President  may  favor.  Take, 
for  example,  certain  votes  on  non-military  foreign  aid.  Point  Four,  aid  to  India, 
defeat  of  Universal  Military  Training  and  improved  immigration  legislation  which  the 
Friends  Conmittee  on  National  Legislation  has  favored  in  principle, 

(continued  on  Page  &) 


DELEGATION  APPEALS  TO  CANDIDATES  ON  DISARMAMENT 

A  delegation  of  seven  called  on  General  Eisenhower  at  his  headquarters  at  the  Hotel  Commodore,  New  York 
City,  September  30,  to  urge  American  leadership  in  striving  for  general  disarmament,  and  a  similar  interview 
has  been  requested  with  Governor  Stevenson.  Groups  represented  or  signing  the  statement  included  the 
American  B^tist  Council  on  Christian  Social  Process,  Board  of  World  Peace  of  the  Methodist  Church,  De¬ 
partment  of  Social  Welfare  of  the  Disciples  of  Christ,  Friends  Committee  on  National  Legislation,  Women’s 
International  League  for  Peace  and  Freedom,  People’s  Mandate  Committee,  and  American  Veterans  Committee. 

Memorandum  to 

DWIGHT  D.  EISENHOWER 

Everyone  knows  that  this  year’s  election  campaign  is  being  watched  by  all  the  world.  It  offers, 
therefore,  a  magnificent  opportunity  to  make  clear  to  people  that  the  supreme  purpose  of  the  United 
States  is  to  achieve  a  world  in  which  its  energies  and  resources  can  be  devoted  to  human  welfare 
—  a  disarmed  world  free  from  war.  Only  by  so  doing  can  we  overcome  that  measure  of  distrust  of 
our  motives  and  policies  which  unfortunately  exists  in  other  nations,  costing  us  friends  and  allies. 

You  have  already  set  forth  the  truth  that  "universal  disarmament  is  essential  to  a  stable,  enduring 
peace,’’  and  have  said  that  you  look  forward  to  the  day  when  we  can  present  to  the  Soviet  Govern¬ 
ment  "a  just  and  practical  plan  for  freeing  the  world  from  the  burden  of  armaments.’’ 

An  American  plan  for  disarmament  is  now  before  the  United  Nations,  and  the  problems  involved  in 
disarmament  are  now  under  active  study  in  government  agencies,  but  not  enough  has  been  said  by 
government  leaders  in  recent  months  to  convince  others  that  we  are  determined  to  achieve  results. 

The  experience  in  the  United  Nations  indicates  that,  as  the  arms  race  continues,  the  difficulty  of 
negotiation  increases.  Many  ask  whether  we  have  substituted  dependence  on  military  strength  for 
the  processes  of  negotiation. 

International  disarmament  under  law  with  adequate  international  supervision  and  inspection  is 
ly  essential  for  the  effective  functioning  of  the  United  Nations.  It  is  imperative  if  the  world  is  to  be 
saved  from  insolvency  and  bankruptcy. 

On  our  globe  where  two-thirds  of  the  human  race  are  hungry  or  underprivileged,  disarmament  must 
be  achieved  if  the  democratic  world  is  to  share  with  the  under-developed  world  the  economic  aid 
and  technical  skills  and  capital  which  ought  to  be  invested  in  the  development  of  Asia,  Africa 
and  elsewhere. 

The  United  Nations  Economic  Survey  of  Europe  for  1951  pointed  out  that  "Defense  outlays  in  the 
leading  industrial  countries  of  Eastern  and  Western  Europe,  the  Soviet  Union  and  the  United  States 
are  likely  soon  to  reach  levels  where  they  will  together  equal,  or  even  exceed,  the  aggregate 
‘  national  incomes  of  all  the  underdeveloped  countries  and  will  be  some  twenty  times  the  invest¬ 
ment  financed  out  of  these  countries’  own  domestic  savings.’’ 

A  group  of  experts,  appointed  by  the  Secretary  General  of  the  United  Nations,  in  a  report  issued 
I  in  May  1951  entitled  "Measures  for  the  Economic  Development  of  Under-Developed  Countries,’’ 

I  estimated  that  it  would  require  a  gross  expenditure  of  nineteen  billion  dollars  a  year  to  raise  the 
it  standard  of  living  by  two  per  cent  a  year  in  those  areas  characterized  by  hunger,  poverty  and 
illiteracy. 

We  would  not  minimize  the  difficulties,  but  American  leadership  in  striving  for  general  disarma¬ 
ment  should  be  prophetic,  continuous  and  emphatic. 

Will  you  not  emphasize  repeatedly  in  your  campaign  your  own  conviction  of  the  importance  of 
speedy  action  for  disarmament?  Will  you  not  definitely  state  your  purpose,  if  elected,  to  press 
forward  immediately,  without  waiting  for  further  development  of  our  military  strength,  with  negotia¬ 
tions  for  a  just  and  practical  plan  for  world  disarmament? 

Hotel  Commodore,  New  York  City,  September  30,  1932 


E.  Raymond  Wilson  was  asked  to  serve  as  spokesman  for  the  initial  presentation.  General  Eisenhower  re¬ 
sponded  that  he  had  been  interested  in  world  disarmament  since  the  thirties,  that  thorough  ^oina  inspection 
was  essential,  that  disarmament  and  peace  ought  to  be  made  a  vital  program  of  education  in  tne  churches 
and  cultural  organizations.  There  was  no  opportunity  in  the  brief  interview  to  raise  with  Dwight  D.  Eisen¬ 
hower  the  repeated  emphasis  on  military  strength  nor  to  explore  how  possiUe  it  would  be  for  a  man  who  has 
spent  the  last  thirty  years  of  his  life  in  the  A^y  and  who  had  been  using  his  influence  over  the  last  three 
years  to  build  up  arms  in  Europe,  to  rearm  Germany,  and  to  extend  conscription  in  the  various  European 
countries  to  reverse  this  whole  life  emphasis  tmd  lead  a  crusade  for  world  disarmament. 
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The  move  to  extend  60  million  dollars  of  EGA  aid  to  Korea  on  January  19,  1950,  six  months 
before  the  Korean  War,  was  defeated  by  a  vote  of  192  to  191.  The  Democrats  voted  170  to 
61  for  aid  to  Korea.  The  Republicans  voted  I30  to  21  against  aid  to  Korea, 

The  program  of  tecl'mical  assistance  came  within  one  vote  of  being  defeated  in  a  Sei^te 
vote  of  37  to  36  on  liay  1950  when  Republicans  voted  25  to  8  against  Point  Four  and  the 
Democrats  voted  for  Point  Four  29  to  11. 

On  the  motion  to  recommit  IKT  on  March  U,  1952  which  carried  236  to  l62,  and  whiich  amoiintl 
to  defeating  UMT  in  the  82nd  Congress,  155  Republicans  and  81  Democrats  voted  for  reccfflunit 
tal,  with  30  Republicans  and  13I  Democrats  voting  against  killing  the  bill. 

The  restrictive  licCarran  immigration  bill  was  passed  in  the  Senate  over  the  President's 
veto  by  the  margin  of  one  vote,  57  to  26,  a  two-thirds  vote  being  necessary  to  override. 
Republicans  voted  32  to  8  to  override  the  President's  veto,  and  the  Democrats  voted  to 
override  25  to  18,  with  21  Southern  Democrats  in  the  25. 

On  a  vote  to  make  the  shipment  of  wheat  to  India  for  meeting  fazaine  conditions  entii'ely 
a  loan  instead  of  naif  loan  and  half  gift,  the  Republicans  voted  37  to  2  for  all  loan 
instead  of  part  gift,  v^ile  the  Deraocrr.ts  30  to  15  were  willing  for  half  tnis  aid  to  be 
a  gift. 

«««««««« 

Addresses  of  parties  for  information  on  platforms  and  candidates; 
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Democratic  Rational  Committee 
Publicity  Department 
Ring  Building 
Washington,  D.  C, 


Progressive  Party  Headquarters 
17  West  U5th  Street 
New  York  36,  New  York 


Republican  National  Ccxamittee 
Campaign  Literature  Distribution  Dept. 
923  -  15th  Street,  N.W. 

Washington,  D.  C, 


Prohibition  Party 
c/o  Gerald  Overhold 
Winona  Lake,  Indiana 


Socialist  Campaign  Headquarters 
303  Fourth  Avenue 
New  York  10,  New  York 


(Background  research  for  this  Newsletter  by  Uarilyri  Joslin  and  Betty  Ann  Hershberger) 
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